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4.0. Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

groundwater. The proposed Project would not interfere with groundwater discharge, as the project site would be
mostly paved to eliminate any runoff from infiltrating into the soil. Converting exposed soil areas to a paved surface
parking lot would effectively cap the surface from seepage and significantly reduce further contamination into the
groundwater within the project site. Furthermore, any proposed BMPs would be non-infiltrated BMPs, which would
prevent infiltration into the surrounding soil.

To ensure that the proposed Project does not exacerbate current contaminants within the project site, RCTC, the
Department of Toxics and Substance Control (DTSC), and the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB)
have agreed to limit the use of the project site to a paved surface parking lot. Based on preliminary design plans, the
proposed Project is consistent with this agreement to construct a paved surface parking lot. Under the Build
Alternative and all design options, the contaminated area within the project site will be paved over to prevent further
infiltration and contamination. Therefore, no adverse effects to groundwater are anticipated.

4.10.3. Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures

No adverse effects are anticipated during construction and operations, and mitigation measures are not required.
However, temporary impacts to water quality, water resources, and floodplains are anticipated during construction. To
avoid or minimize temporary impacts during construction, the Project will follow the avoidance and minimization
measures WQ-1 through WQ-5, as indicated in the Environmental Commitments Record provided in Appendix T, and
will comply with the Water Quality Management Plan, SWPPP, and the NPDES Permit. No additional measures are
recommended.

4.11. Transportation and Traffic

The TIA was completed in September 2020 (HNTB, 2020) and the Community Impacts Assessment was completed in
June 2021 (HNTB, 2020) to evaluate the potential project-related effects to transportation and traffic and is contained
in Appendix R and I, respectively. The results of the studies are summarized herein.

4.11.1. Existing Conditions

The Riverside transportation network consists of local and regional roadways, train, and bus systems, bicycles, and
pedestrians. The transportation network within the traffic study area includes:

* Freeways: SR 91,1215, SR 60 (Mission Inn Avenue)
e Major Arterials: 14™ and Lime/Olivewood Streets

e Connected Streets: Vine Street, Commerce Street, 10" Street, 11" Street, 12% Street, and 13" Street and Howard
Avenue

* Passenger Rail: Metrolink: Riverside, 91/PV Line, IEOC and Amtrak

* Bus Service: Riverside Transit Authority (RTA) bus: 1, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 29, 41, 49, 200, and 208,
Omnitrans 215, Megabus, and Metrolink shuttle from the station to local streets: Vine Street, University Avenue,
Market Street, 10" Street, Lemon Street, and 14™ Street

* Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities: The main components of the pedestrian circulation system are sidewalks and
crosswalks. Most developed properties within the CIA study area are improved with paved sidewalks. While the
city requires installation of sidewalks in conjunction with new development, some older local streets in the CIA
study area built before this requirement took effect do not have sidewalk improvements adjacent to the developed
parcel. These properties without paved sidewalks are located along residential homes on 12" Street, several
residences along Howard Avenue, industrial building and vacant lots along Howard Avenue, and an industrial
building along 10" Street.

*  Within the study area roadways, there are no dedicated Class I (bike path) and Class II (bike lanes) bicycle
facilities. Currently, bicycles share the roadway with vehicles along the roadways near the project site. At the
Riverside-Downtown Station, bicycle racks and lockers are provided on-site.

* Parking Facilities: The Riverside-Downtown Station provides free on-site parking at two parking lots located
adjacent to the station at Vine Street and 10™ Street. There are currently 1,115 parking spaces and 25 handicapped
spaces available. On-street parking is permitted along nearby streets at the station: Vine Street, 9 Street, 10™
Street, and Commerce Street.
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Affected Environment

The transportation study area includes the streets and 12 intersections around the project site.
SR 91 Westbound Off-Ramp and Mission Inn Avenue

Mulberry Street/SR 91 Eastbound On-Ramp and Mission Inn Avenue

Vine Street and Mission Inn Avenue

Commerce Street and Mission Inn Avenue

Park Avenue and University Avenue

Commerce Street and 9™ Street

Howard Avenue and 10™ Street

Howard Avenue and 12" Street

9. Howard Avenue and 14" Street

10. SR 91 Eastbound On/Off-Ramp and 14" Street

11. State Route 91 (SR 91) Westbound Off-Ramp/Mulberry Street and 14" Street
12. Lime Street/Olivewood Avenue and 14" Street

Existing traffic volumes were based on traffic counts conducted at the 12 previously discussed study intersections.
AM and PM peak-hour counts collected for two intersections in the study area were obtained from the City of
Riverside in April 2019, and AM and PM peak-hour counts collected for 10 intersections in the study area were
obtained from Counts Unlimited in February 2020. The City of Riverside uses Level of Service (LOS) D as the
maximum acceptable threshold for the study intersections with roadway classified collector and all other intersections
are to maintain LOS C. The City of Riverside Traffic Impact Analysis guidelines (City of Riverside, 2017) state that
for projects contained in the General Plan 2025 (City of Riverside, 2019), a significant impact is defined when
project-generated trips cause the peak-hour LOS to change from above to below the acceptable threshold.

© N AL

4.11.2. Environmental Consequences

The Build Alternative would result in no adverse effects to transportation or traffic other than potential short-term
access disruptions during construction, which would include traffic generated by construction workers to and from the
site, the import and export of materials and equipment, and the localized movement of equipment to and from
multiple locations within the traffic and CIA study area. Construction of the Project is anticipated to occur over an
approximately 2-year time period and anticipated to begin in 2023 and completed by 2025. Existing transit service
and bicycle traffic may experience minor delays due to potential construction-related traffic and activities. These
potential delays and inconveniences may occur to transit and bicycle facilities as adjacent roadway lanes would be
occupied intermittently throughout the construction phase and require street and/or lane closures which may affect
transit service and bicycle use near the construction site. In addition, heavy trucks and construction equipment may
result in temporary lane and/or street closures to accommodate construction activities and ingress/egress movements
to and from the project site, which may affect local circulation and access to nearby residences and businesses as
construction activities encroach into local streets adjacent to the project site. These roadways that may require
temporary lane and street closures include: Howard Avenue, Commerce Street, 12™ Street, 11™ Street, 10™ Street and
9" Street. In the event of temporary lane and/or street closures, alternate routes and signage will be provided and
access to and from residences and businesses will be maintained throughout the duration of construction. Construction
activities would primarily be contained within the project site boundaries. In some instances, existing sidewalks and
adjacent roadway lanes would be occupied intermittently throughout the construction phase to accommodate sidewalk
reconstruction and other streetscape improvements. Alternate pedestrian access, bicycle and vehicle detours would be
provided to and from the Riverside-Downtown Station and adjacent residences and businesses to maintain access
throughout the duration of construction. Existing access points and circulation routes to and from the residential
neighborhoods, within the vicinity of the construction area, would all remain open once the Project is completed and,
under some design options, new pedestrian and vehicle access would be added. This would have beneficial effects on
access to the residential neighborhoods and for the Metrolink station. Under Design Options 2A, 2B, 3A, and 3B,
Commerce Street would be vacated to accommodate the expansion of the parking lot; however, a new north-south
access point would be constructed to provide a replacement connection to Howard Avenue.
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Changes to traffic volumes, especially in the peak travel periods, have the potential to affect the transportation
network. The AM peak hours (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m.) and PM peak hours (4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.) are considered the
worst-case traffic conditions with the highest congestion. LOS for these intersections were analyzed for 2020 (existing
year/no Build), Build 2025 (year of opening), and Build 2045 (Build Out Year). Trip generation to the station under
the Build Alternative conditions were estimated at approximately 115 vehicles coming in during the AM peak hour
and 112 vehicles going out during PM peak hour.

The results of the study and comparisons of the No Build and Build Alternative for Year 2025 are:

e LOS are the same for the No Build and Build Alternative at all intersections, except for Howard Avenue and 10"
Street, which changes from LOS A to B under the Build Alternative and Lime Street/14™ Street (AM peak hour),
which are below the LOS threshold under the Build Alternative.

e Lime Street/Olivewood Avenue and 14™ Street (PM peak hour) and Vine Street and Mission Inn Avenue (PM
peak hour) would operate below the LOS threshold under the No Build Alternative.

*  Year 2045 show LOS conditions are the same for the No Build and Build Alternatives except at Commerce Street
and Mission Inn Avenue which changes from LOS E to F, Howard Avenue and 12" Street which changes from
LOS A to B, and Howard Avenue and 14™ Street which changes from D to C under the Build Alternative.

*  Mulberry Street and Mission Inn Avenue, Vine Street and Mission Inn Avenue, and Commerce Street and
Mission Inn Avenue would operate at LOS D or below under both the No Build and Build Alternative.

While the proposed Project does not cause significant impacts, intersection LOS is expected to degrade, and
improvements such as a traffic signal could be considered to improve the intersections operated below the threshold.
The LOS for the study intersections for year 2025 and 2045 under the No Build and Build Alternative are provided in
the TIA (HNTB, 2020) Tables 7.2 and 7.4 in Appendix R and are summarized herein. The following information
summarizes the results of the intersection traffic analysis anticipated to operate at unsatisfactory LOS under each
traffic analysis scenario. All other intersection LOS traffic analysis scenarios that are not discussed herein are
expected to operate at acceptable LOS.

¢ The intersection of Lime Street/Olivewood Avenue and 14™ Street: Forecasted to operate at an unsatisfactory
LOS below the threshold defined by City of Riverside during the p.m. peak hour under all Build and No Build
future condition scenarios. The project is not forecasted to cause a significant impact on this intersection and no
mitigation is required.

* The intersection of Vine Street and Mission Inn Avenue is forecasted to operate at an unsatisfactory LOS below
the threshold defined by City of Riverside during the p.m. peak hour for the with cumulative projects and project
conditions scenario. Although, a signal warrant analysis was conducted at this intersection, the warrant was not
met at this intersection. Although it was evaluated that the LOS may improve by adding in a southbound right
turn lane, it would not be directly related to the Project.

*  During the p.m. peak-hour period, the following intersections are forecasted to operate at an unsatisfactory LOS
below the threshold, as defined by City of Riverside for the With and Without Project Conditions: Vine Street and
Mission Inn Avenue, and Commerce Street and Mission Inn Avenue.

For the Howard Extension plan (Options 2A, 2B, 3A, and 3B), the results of the analysis show that the volumes on
Howard Avenue and 10" Street are relatively low, and there are no traffic impacts resulting from the project or the
Howard Avenue extension.

The No Build and Build Alternatives would result in the same intersection LOS conditions for Year 2025 and Year
2045. Both the No Build and Build Alternatives would not preclude planned bicycle improvements. However, the
Build Alternative and all design options would improve train service and operational efficiencies which would have a
beneficial impact of reducing freeway congestion in the region and improving air quality. Under the No Build
Alternative, roadway congestion and air quality would continue to worsen, and service, operations, access, and
parking at the station would remain limited.

The Project is anticipated to generate some additional traffic within the local street network. Upon completion of the
proposed Project, the station improvements would not result in permanent impacts to existing local and regional train
service and would be compatible with Metrolink and Amtrak regional train service. The proposed station
improvements would benefit train service within the City of Riverside and surrounding communities; expansion of the
existing station infrastructure would enhance access for station users and accommodate projected future travel
demand, which could encourage and promote train ridership.
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4.13. Section 4(f) Evaluation

A Draft Individual Section 4(f) Evaluation was completed in March
2021 (HNTB, 2021) to evaluate potential project-related effects on
Section 4(f) Historic Sites and is contained in Appendix Q. The
Section 4(f) discussion below addresses potential impacts to Section
4(f) publicly owned parks and recreational areas and references the
Draft Individual Section 4(f) Evaluation for Section 4(f) historic
sites.

Applicable Regulations

Section 4(f) of the Department of
Transportation Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. §303),
as amended, requires consideration of:

Parks and recreational areas of national,
state, or local significance that are both

4131 Existing Conditions publicly owned and open to the public
Historic Sites: There are four locally designated historic
districts/conservation areas that are close to or overlapping the APE.
The two City of Riverside (potentially) locally eligible districts that
overlap the APE are the Citrus Thematic Industrial Historic District
and the Ninth Street Neighborhood Conservation Area.

There are 41 parcels within the APE, 29 of which contain a historic-
era built environment; 12 are previously-recorded, built environment,
historic resources; seven are newly recorded resources, built
environment, historic resources; and the remaining parcels are either
parking lots, the Metrolink Station, or vacant lots.

Publicly owned wildlife and waterfowl
refuges of national, state, or local
significance that are open to the public
to the extent that public access does not
interfere with the primary purpose of the
refuge

Historic sites of national, state, or local
significance in public or private
ownership regardless of whether they
are open to the public (23 U.S.C.
§138(a) and 49 U.S.C. §303(a))

Parks: There are 3 parks, one community center, and a public school
within the CIA study area; however, only Lincoln Park is within the proximity of the Project.

Affected Environment

The Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (49 USC §303) specifies that the Secretary of
Transportation may approve a transportation program or project requiring the use of the above listed lands only if:

1. There is no prudent and feasible alternative to using that land; and

2. The Program or Project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the park, recreation area, wildlife and
waterfowl refuge, or historic site resulting from the use.

As defined in Section 4(f), use can occur under the following three circumstances:
1. Permanent Incorporation: when a Section 4(f) property is is permanently acquired for a transportation project.

2. Temporary Occupancy: when there is temporary use of a property that is adverse to the terms of Section 4(f)’s
preservationist purpose.

3. Constructive Use: when the proximity impacts of a transportation project on a Section 4(f) property, even without
acquisition of the property, are so great that the activities, features, and attributes of the property are substantially
impaired.

Section 4(f) Resources

Publicly Owned Parks, Recreation Areas, Wildlife or Waterfowl Refuges

There are three publicly owned parks within the CIA study area: Dario Vasquez is 0.6 mile from the project site, and
North Park is located about 0.2 mile on the west side from the Project and would result in no direct or temporary use.
Lincoln Park is located across the street from the proposed Project at the intersection of Howard Avenue and 12"
Street. Construction activities and potential road and lane closures would be contained within the project site along
Howard Avenue, Commerce Street, 9™ Street, 10" Street, 11™ Street, and 12" Street. The Build Alternatives and all
design options would not result in direct or temporary use affect features, attributes, activities, or close access to
Lincoln Park. However, there would be demolition of structures across the street diagonally from Lincoln Park, and
construction equipment and activities adjacent to the park may result in temporary and indirect construction-related
impacts to air quality, noise, visual, or traffic, but would not result in a direct, temporary, or constructive use of
Lincoln Park.

Historic Sites: Within the APE, there are three historic sites outlined in blue that qualify for protection under Section
4(f) (Figure 4-23).
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4.0. Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

4 .14. Cumulative Effects

4.14.1. Existing Conditions A cumulative effect is defined as the

For information regarding existing conditions, refer to respective Sections

impact on the environment which
results from the incremental impact

4.2.1 through 4.13.1. of the action when added to other
Affected Environment past, present, and reasonably

. . L. . foreseeable future actions regardless
Cumulative effects considers the potential impacts on environmental of what agency (federal or non-
resources from the Build Alternative and all design options in federal) or person undertakes such
combination with effects from past, present, and reasonably foreseeable other actions (40 CFR ~ 1508.7).

projects (those actions that are likely or probable, versus actions that are

merely possible) within the study area. For more information regarding
the affected environment for each respective resource topic, refer to Sections 4.2 through 4.13.

All of the environmental resources analyzed in the EA were evaluated for potential impacts from the Build
Alternative and all design options and potential cumulative impacts when combined with reasonably foreseeable
projects, to understand if the incremental difference results in new or larger impacts.

4.14.2. Past, Present, and Reasonably Foreseeable Future Projects

The following projects represent past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects in the project vicinity that
may result in cumulative impacts in combination with the Build Alternative (Figure 4-31):

1.

Brandman University Expansion at 3550 Vine Street: Brandman University opened a new vocational/technical
school occupying approximately 10,000 square feet of existing office space in the building complex with existing
parking. Effective September 1, 2021, Brandman University became the University of Massachusetts Global. The
Brandman University Expansion occupied an existing office building; therefore, there would be no cumulative
impacts in combination with the Build Alternative and all design options.

Mid-Rise Multi-family Housing Mission Lofts Apartment Complex at 3050 Mission Inn Avenue. Mission
Lofts apartment complex is a transit-oriented development (TOD) consisting of 212 residential units, 640 square
feet of commercial uses, and 315 parking spaces. This project was completed in 2019. According to the Mission
Lofts website, the property has an 81walk score with most destinations such as restaurants, museums, shopping,
services, the Riverside Downtown Station, and the future Vine Street Mobility Hub situated within walking
distance. The Mission Lofts apartment complex provides a new TOD with housing consistent with local planning
and nearby destinations such as bike and pedestrian facilities and transit options, which is beneficial for the city.

Affordable multi-family residential units. This project proposes to construct eight affordable multi-family
residential units at 2719 11™ Street. This property is currently a vacant lot and the status of the future development
is unclear, therefore, this development is not reasonably foreseeable and no cumulative impacts are anticipated.

Vine Street Mobility Hub. The project proposes to construct up to 18 bus bays and includes a design that
incorporates the latest technology in preparation for RTA’s zero-emission bus deployment. The hub will also
include seating, shelters, security features, a driver’s lounge, drought tolerant landscaping, and integration with
the City of Riverside’s bike lane between Vine Street, 19" Street and the SR 91 Freeway. The RTA Board of
Directors has approved a conceptual plan for the mobility hub on a 5-acre vacant lot across from the Riverside-
Downtown Metrolink Station. With the conceptual plan approved, RTA will proceed to the project’s architectural
and engineering phase. Final design phase began in January 2021 and construction is anticipated to begin in
January 2022 and end in January 2023, which would not overlap with the construction phase of the Riverside
Downtown Station Improvements Project. The Vine Street Mobility Hub would result in beneficial cumulative
effects by providing enhanced local and regional transportation options; therefore, no cumulative temporary or
permanent impacts are anticipated.

The Riverside Unified School District (RUSD) Eastside Neighborhood TK-6. The RUSD proposes to develop
a TK-6 school with 31 classrooms to serve the Eastside Neighborhood and approximately 800 students at the
current location of the Lincoln Continuation High School and Lincoln Park. An NOP of a Draft EIR for the
project was published on May 10, 2021; a scoping meeting was held on May 19, 2021, and the scoping comment
period ended June 10, 2021. The school district has purchased 13 properties. Three options will be reviewed
under the CEQA. All would require vacating Park Avenue between 13" and 14™ Streets, and acquisition of 25
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parcels located on neighborhood blocks between Howard Avenue and Victoria and between 13" Street and 14™
Street, totaling 4.27 acres. The proposed project would involve demolition of the existing structures on the
acquired parcels and construction of about 67,300 to 71,000 square feet of building space depending on the
option. Construction timeframe of this project is not known, but could potentially result in cumulative
construction related impacts if it is construction activities occurs at the same time as the Riverside Downtown
Station Improvements Project. The proposed Eastside Neighborhood School requires property acquisitions and
potential residential and business displacements (16-25 parcels) and may involve the conversion of Lincoln Park.
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Figure 4-31. Locations of the Five Past, Present, and Reasonably
Foreseeable Future Projects

4.14.3. Environmental Resources

The No Build Alternative would not contribute to any potentially negative cumulative effects within the study area
and it also would not provide beneficial cumulative effects. This section describes the potential cumulative effects
associated with the Build Alternative and potential cumulative effects based on past, present and reasonably
foreseeable future development in the project vicinity. If the Build Alternative does not result in a direct or indirect
impact on a resource; the Build Alternative will not contribute to cumulative impacts on that resource.

Energy: Operation energy includes all energy consumed by vehicle propulsion. The purpose of the Project is to
provide operational station improvements to enhance Metrolink service and promote transit ridership. The Build
Alternative and all design options would reduce train congestion through the construction of additional tracks to
reduce train queues along the BNSF mainline, which would reduce the consumption of energy. In addition, the
proposed Project would not directly influence the number of trains servicing the Riverside-Downtown Station because
the frequency of train service is determined by Metrolink. Increased ridership would result in a reduction in regional
VMT and associated criteria pollutant emissions. While the Project would result in increased vehicle trips to and from
the station, these trips would generally be of short distances and the VMT for these trips would be offset by
commuters using transit as opposed to vehicle trips. As such, operation of the Project would not result in a net
increase energy consumption. Because of the Build Alternative’s potential to reduce energy consumption, the Build
Alternative would not contribute to cumulatively impacts to energy.

Land Use: The Build Alternative and all design options would be built within railroad ROW in areas designated for
industrial use within the Market Place Specific Plan sub area. The Build Alternative would require conversion of
industrial facilities, two single-family residences and two multi-family residences, on land designated for industrial or
commercial use to transportation uses, and Design Options 2A, 2B, 3A, and 3B may vacate and incorporate segments
of 10™ and Commerce Street. Land use conversion required by the Build Alternative ranges between 6.95 acres and
9.18 acres, depending on the design option and is compatible with the Riverside Marketplace Specific Plan and
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and lighting would also improve access to the Riverside-Downtown Station and provide new facilities for pedestrians
enhancing active transportation. The Build Alternative would result in the intersection of Lime Street/Olivewood
Avenue and 14th Street forecasted for opening year 2025 to operate at an unsatisfactory LOS below the threshold
defined by City of Riverside during the p.m. peak hour for the No Build, the Build Alternative and the Build
Alternative with Cumulative Projects (TIA, 2020), since impacts would remain the same in combination with
cumulative project the Build Alternative would have no cumulative effect on study area intersections. Therefore, the
Build Alternative would not contribute to cumulative effects on traffic and transportation.

Environmental Justice: The Build Alternative and all design options along existing passenger train and transit
service and the Vine Street Hub services in the project vicinity would have a positive cumulative effect on access and
circulation for EJ populations in the study area. The access and operational improvements to passenger rail are
expected to increase mobility and quality of life for those who depend on transit and regional passenger rail including
students, the elderly and disabled. As no large-scale residential acquisitions would be required, barriers erected,
community facilities or services displaced, or neighborhood access reduced, the Project’s permanent condition for all
design options in combination with cumulative projects would not result in adverse cumulative effects to community
character and cohesion. The Build Alternative and all design options would consider the needs of displaced residents,
including low-income and minority populations, during implementation of relocation assistance strategies and result
in no adverse effects. In combination with Vine Street Hub, TOD there would be beneficial cumulative effect to
access and circulation and cumulative projects are not expected to relocate EJ populations, create barriers or reduce
access. The RUSD project may impact the function of Lincoln Park and building a new school for the Eastside
community may enhance community cohesion, but the Build Alternative and all design options would have no
cumulative effects to character and cohesion or relocations of EJ populations.

Cultural Resources: The Build Alternative and all design options would result in removal of the former FMC
Complex Plant 1 building, a historic resource, and an adverse effect under Section 106. The direct Project impacts
(removal) would result in a substantial adverse change to historic character-defining features (Plant 1) and severely
impact the significance of the former FMC Complex because half of the complex would be removed.

Although the former FMC Complex Plant 2 building would not be directly impacted, removal of the former FMC
Complex Plant 1 building would cause a significant adverse change to the setting of Plant 2. Plant 2 would also be
impacted by the Build Alternative because the associated resources in the immediate setting would also be removed,
which would result in substantial adverse changes to Plant 2, specifically, its integrity of setting, feel, and association.
The former FMC Plant 1 building is part of the historic setting of the Worker’s Houses. The houses historical
associations with the citrus industry-related FMC Complex would be indirectly diminished by removing the former
FMC Complex Plant 1 building and the introduction of a new surface parking lot directly across the street.

The RUSD project is within the vicinity of the former FMC Complex Plant 1 and Plant 2 buildings and Worker’s
houses and could have an incremental and minor effect diminishing the integrity of setting, feel, and association of the
former FMC Complex Plant 2 and Worker’s Houses; if the project converts Lincoln Park to a playfield.

Past urbanization, in-fill developments, and renovation has contributed to gradual diminishing of historic properties
over time. The Build Alternative and all design options’ impacts on historic resources would be substantial because of
the removal of the former FMC Complex Plant 1 building (a NEPA historic property) and potential removal of
historic residences at 3021 12" Street and 3009 12" Street (CEQA historical resources) under Design Options 1A, 2A,
and 3A. Other current and reasonably foreseeable actions would contribute to minor effects on historic resources
within the RSA because other development projects would not result in direct impacts to aforementioned historic
properties. Although mitigation Measures CUL-1 and CUL-2 are proposed to mitigate significant impacts to historic
resources, the direct project impacts (removal) would result in a substantial adverse change to historic character-
defining features (Plant 1) and severely impact the significance of the former FMC Complex (Plant 1 and Plant 2), as
half of the complex would be removed. Similarly, removal of the 12" Street residences under Design Options 1A, 2A,
and 3A would result in the demolition of historic-era homes (under CEQA), the proposed Project, in conjunction with
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable actions, would result in a cumulative effect related to cultural and historic
resources.

Section 4(f) Resources: The Build Alternative and all design options would result in the removal and direct use of the
former FMC Plant 1 building, which is a historic property eligible for the NRHP and is a Section 4(f) resource. The
Build Alternative and all design options would not result in a use of the Worker’s Houses. Current and reasonably
foreseeable actions include the proposed transportation and in-fill development projects listed in Section 4.14.2.
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Based on the location of these cumulative projects and current information, the former FMC Complex Plant 1 and the
Worker’s Houses would not be directly affected by any of these projects. However, the Build Alternative and all
design options would solely remove a Section 4(f) historic property and contribute to an impact; therefore, cumulative
effects related to Section 4(f) historic resources are anticipated.

In general, construction-related activities that overlap with adjacent projects may result in temporary cumulative
impacts due to noise, dust, and traffic congestion. Construction of the Project and other developments may
temporarily reduce on-street parking during overlap periods. The impacts during construction are temporary and
indirect and would be minimized through the implementation of mitigation measures and BMPs as part of the Build
Alternative. Additionally, the other projects and coordination and potential phasing of construction would occur to
further minimize impacts. Therefore, cumulative impacts during construction would be minor.

4.14.4. Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures

To minimize adverse effects during construction from potential overlapping adjacent projects, RCTC will coordinate
construction activities as appropriate (Refer to Appendix E for CUM-1 Phase or coordinate construction activities) so
construction activities do not overlap with other projects in close proximity as feasible.
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5.0 Public Involvement/Consultation and Coordination

Early and continuing coordination with the general public and public agencies is an essential part of the
environmental process. It helps agencies determine the necessary scope of environmental documentation and the level
of analysis required, and to identify potential impacts and avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures and
related environmental requirements. Agency and Section 106, Native American consultation and public participation
for this Project have been accomplished through a variety of formal and informal methods, including interagency
coordination meetings, public meetings, public notices, focused meetings. This chapter summarizes the results of FTA
(NEPA lead agency) efforts to fully identify, address, and resolve project-related issues through early and continuing
coordination. Correspondence referred to in this section is contained in Appendix C.

5.1. Notice of Preparation of an EIR and Public Scoping

5.1.1. Notice of Preparation

The NOP was first distributed locally to interested local public agencies and the general public. The CEQA-required
30-day NOP review period began with the filing of the NOP at the Riverside County Clerk and public notification on
January 17, 2020 and concluded on February 20, 2020.

A subsequent NOP was submitted to the State Clearinghouse on September 1, 2021, for distribution to state
responsible and trustee agencies. Pursuant to CEQA, the NOP review period is 30 days; therefore, the comment
period closed on September 30, 2021. Written comments received during the 30-day NOP review period, as well as
during the public scoping meeting, are summarized below.

5.1.2. Scoping Meeting

On February 6, 2020, RCTC hosted a scoping meeting for the Riverside-Downtown Station Improvements Project.
The scoping meeting provided an opportunity for the public, community, interest groups, media, and government
agencies to obtain information, ask questions, and provide comments regarding the proposed Project.

The meeting was held at Abraham Lincoln High School in the City of Riverside and was open to the public for 2.5
hours between 5:00 p.m. and 7:30 p.m. Attendees were welcomed and asked to sign in so they could be added to the
Project distribution list; they were then informed of the open house meeting format and invited to view exhibits, learn
about the proposed Project, and ask questions to the Project team. Options for submitting comments included: 1)
submitting comment cards at the scoping meeting, 2) mailing comment cards after the scoping meeting, and 3)
emailing comments to stationproject@rctc.org, until the close of scoping comment period, Thursday, February 20,
2020. Meeting materials and Spanish translation were available at the meeting.

Comments during scoping are summarized below:

* Air Quality and GHGs and concerns regarding air pollution

*  Community Impacts

* Section 4(f) Resources

e Cultural (Historic and Archaeology)

* Hazardous Waste and Materials and potential impact to the community
* Noise/Vibration

*  Traffic-related concerns

5.2. Public/Community Outreach

Early and continuing coordination with the general public and public agencies is an essential part of the
environmental process.

Table 5-1 summarizes ongoing public outreach and engagement as part of the environmental process. Additional
stakeholder, agency, and public meetings are anticipated to be conducted throughout the project development process
to ensure concerns and questions about the proposed Project are addressed.
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5.0. Public Involvement/Consultation and Coordination

Table 5-1. Summary of Community Outreach

Date Notice/Meeting | Audience/Attendees
January 17, 2020 NOP * Press Enterprise
* LaPrensa
January 21, 2020 NOP - State * All Agencies
Clearinghouse
Week of January 27, | NOP * Mail Distribution — 132 contacts in database
2020 * Postcard Distribution to residents/businesses — '4-mile radius
(4,500+)
* Social Media: Facebook, Twitter, Instagram
* Scoping meeting notices posted at Riverside-Downtown Station
February 6, 2020 Scoping * Public Participants:
Meeting * Nineteen individuals signed in at the open house style meeting
* Agency Attendees
* RCTC: David Lewis, Lorelle Moe-Luna, Cheryl Donahue, Ariel-
Alcon Tapia, Karl Sauer
*  Metrolink: Javier Hernandez, Aubrey Smith
* City of Riverside: Nathan Mustafa
* City of Riverside City Council, Andrew Melendrez and Miguel
Lujano
February 29, 2020 Meeting * Downtown Riverside Chamber of Commerce
March 5, 2020 Meeting * Councilman Melendrez’ Office - Eastside Neighborhood Forum
August 13, 2020 Meeting * Transportation Now Riverside Chapter
December 16,2020 | Meeting * City of Riverside Cultural Heritage Board
February 11, 2021 Meeting * Transportation Now Riverside Chapter
March 3, 2021 Meeting * Karen Spiegel, Supervisor District 2
April 1, 2021 Meeting * Eastside Neighborhood Forum
May 6, 2021 Meeting * Old Riverside Foundation
June 15, 2021 Meeting * Riverside Unified School District
July 8, 2021 Meeting * City of Riverside Mobility and Infrastructure Committee
September 1, 2021 NOP-State * State responsible and trustee agencies
Clearinghouse
September 16,2021 | Meeting * Riverside Community Health Foundation/Healthy Eating Active
Living (HEAL) Zone Program
October 6, 2021 Meeting * Center for Community Action and Environmental Justice and
League of United Latin American Citizens 3190
October 7, 2021 Meeting * Greater Riverside Chamber of Commerce
October 18, 2021 Meeting * Downtown Area Neighborhood Alliance
October 20,2021 Meeting * City of Riverside Cultural Heritage Board
November 3, 2021 Meeting * City of Riverside City Council Ward 1
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5.0. Public Involvement/Consultation and Coordination

5.3.4. Resource Agencies

Department of Toxic Substance Control (DTSC): The following correspondence was received from DTSC:

* A letter was received from DTSC on November 6, 2020, regarding the Approval of Addendum and Human
Health Risk Assessment for Addendum to Limited Phase II ISA 10 APNS Adjacent to the Riverside Downtown
Metrolink Station, Riverside California, for the adjoining Solar Max Property, 3080 12 Street Riverside,
California 92502.

* A letter was received from DTSC on June 7, 2019, regarding the Technical Memorandum Work Plan Limited
Phase II ISA 10 APNS adjacent to the Riverside Downtown Metrolink Station, Riverside California.

* A letter was received from DTSC on May 13, 2020, regarding the Approval of Revised Limited Phase II ISA.

Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB): The following correspondence was received from
RWQCB:

* A Letter was from RWQCB on: May 8, 2019, regarding the Potential for Environmental Liability Concerning
Properties Overlying Downtown Riverside Contaminant Plume (Global ID# SLT8R0373922).

5.3.5. EA Public Circulation

The EA is being circulated to the public for 60 days and a public hearing will be held. If comments are received on the
EA during the public availability period and/or at the public hearing, the EA must be modified to reflect all
substantive comments and responses to those comments. Substantive comments are those comments that are related to
the facts of the project, environmental document, or studies. Comments that are purely just expressing support or
opposition to the project without any factual substantiation may be acknowledged but do not generally require a
response. After all comments have been addressed, FTA in cooperation with RCTC will select a preferred alternative
and make the final determination of the project’s effect on the environment.
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